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REMARKS 
On Honestvs’s Rerpty NuMBERED iv. 
(See last Number, pages 31, 82.) 

Of Honestus’s first paragraph, we will endeavou 
to take such notice as shall throw additional light on 
the subject ; and, particularly, explain our motive in 
this contest. Honestus says of Paul’s application o! 
the term seed to Christ, as an individual, that he has 


“not said that it was not the original meaning of 


the promise made to Abraham; but only that the 
argument by whieh he attempts to prove it correct 
is inconclusive.” Now we look at the consequences 
which must result from this way of managing Paul’s 
cestimony. 

Honestus next introduces for an illustration 
of his defence, a simile; the sun, &c. He uses 
the word fallacy as applicable to Paul’s argument, 
or the foundation of it; farther confirming our 
conclusion, derived from Honestus’s premises, that 
Paul or Honestus must pass for a sophist. 

Honestus professes to be, and we believe in sin- 
cerity, an advocate for the Gospel of Christ. Now 
if a Professed advocate of Christ's Gospel, as 
taught by Christ and his immediate apostles, ques- 
tions the testimony of the apostles ; and pronounces 
their arguinents “inconclusive and far fetched,” 


the question very naturally arises, Is not such an 
advocate undermining Christ’s Gospel instead of 
If Paul’s con- 
elusion or assertion is true, why admit the truth of 


building it up, or advocating it? 


it, and seriously question Paul’s ability to teach and 
defend the truth admitted? Is there not room, and 
will not those who feel unfavourably disposed to- 
ward the doctiine advocated by Honestus, occupy 
this room and say, that Honestus is more solicit- 
ous to lessen Paul’s character as an able apostle of 
Christ, than he is solicitows to advocate the Gospel 
of Christ, as preached by Paul? Is not the inference 
avery natural one, that, if an apostle so eminent as 
Paul, endeavoured to illustrate and defend the 
Gospel or trath he preached by inconclusive, far 
fetched, and fallacious arguments, and Honestus 
has discovered and proved this, and also, that he 
can advocate the truth in a manner which shall be 
caclusive, by good arguments, and clear testimony, 
Paul is quite inferior, with all his pretensions to in- 
spiration, to Honestus ? However innocent Honestus 
may be of a design to depreciate Paul’s character 
as an able apostle, he, nor no other man can adopt a 
more direct and certain method to effect such an 
end, if successful in establishing the premises! We 
have viewed Honestus’s management from: the first. 
in this light. However, we rejoice to be able to 
say, that Paul is safe, and his charaetep for ability 





remains untouched ; Honestus being mistaken, and 
not Paul. 

Honestus’s second paragraph should be a reply 
to our remarks in number 8, p. 58; but as it is net, 
we will refer the reader to the number and page 
aforesaid; and, as Honestus says, * we leave it for 
the reader to judge.” 

Honestus makes up the residue of his reply by 
concentrating all his forces in attacking what he 
probably conceived to be a very weak point in our 
fortress. We will examine a little more closely 
into the merits of this part of Honestus’s premises, 
as this appears to be his last foothold, 

Honestus says, “We ought to allow the poets, 
under the prosperous reign of David, to think as 
much of their King as the translators of our com- 
mon English Bible did of him whom they styled 
‘the MosT HieH AND mMiGuTYy Prince James, by 
the grace of God, king,’” &c. Granted. But, what 
is the real state of the case? Ans, The translators 
complimented the English monarch with a sound- 
ing title ; bat, after all, it is only the “ most high and 
mighty prince James.” It is a fact, that at the 
time this declaration was made, James, then King 
of England, &c. &e. &c. was, in reality, “ the mosé 
high and mighty prince James,” in existence! Ho- 
nestus, however, says, at the conclusion of his third 
paragraph, * But as what is here said of David, may 
be, and undoubtedly was said, with equal truth, of 
Christ, we find no fault with the app'.-ation in Heb, 
i. 8, 9,” Honestus is certainly accommodating. 
We think we discover a small discrepancy in tha 
usages of the English translators, and of King Da- 
vid’s poets, as follows: Notwithstanding Honestus 
has deterinined the propriety in the case, the En- 
glish translator says, that James is this mighty 
prince, &e, by the grace, or favour of God, He 
does not speak of the throne of king James being 
for ever and ever, in the qualified sense of the 
phrase. Neither does he say of prince James, that 
he is “fairer than the children of men,” etc. 
Neither does be compliment James's queen, (if he 
had a wife, and of this particular we do not recollect 
at present,) as David’s queeu, according to Hones- 
ius, was complimented ; by saying, “I will make 
thy name to be remembered in all generations: [a 
long time this,} therefore shall the people praise 
‘hee for ever and ever.” We sincerely regret tha¢ 
Honestus, with his ability, should neglect answer- 
ing our questions; when he might have thrown a 
«reat deal of light on this subject, Hopesms has 
Aed for refuge to verse 11, where Aden isthe term 
rendered Lord; and, because it may praperly sig- 
nify one having of esercising autharity, and is 
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apphed to men, Honestus considers’ all bis diffi 
culties are removed ; the Editor can neither read 
nor understand Hebrew, and the question is for eve: 
settled in his favour. We must take the liberty o' 
dissenting, for the present, to say the least. For 
according to our conception of this matter, th: 
“ mystery in a mist” remains ; and the mist is grow- 
ing more dense than ever. 

Honestas expresses, in his fifth paragraplr, his 
satisfaction of the controversy on the ground of the 
correctness of his comments. We asstire Honestns 
that our courage is proof against the “ scarecrows” 
mentioned, and we are desirous that our prudence 
shall guard us against dangerous mnovations. We 
cannot see alike. Jt appears astonishing to us, that 
Honestus should atlmit the trath of Paul’s deciara- 
tion, and, at the same time, knowing as he does the 
value of truth, take the most direct method of bring- 
ing the very truth he admits into disrepute ; and the 
character of Paul, who promulgated this truth, so 
far as his ability to argue correctly, and understand 
Hesnrew isconcerned or in question, in a shape 
which will, if acknowledged, absolutely subject 
Paul, ina qualified sense, to the appellation of an 
ignoramus ! 

We assure Honestus, that we have not construed 
any thing he has said or written, to signify disrespect 
or an unfriendly disposition; and we confidently 
hope he will eseape a like mistake in regard to the 
editor of this paper. We will always admire hard 
arguments ; for there is nothing like them to batter 
down the citadel of error. 


—<>—- 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
ACCOMMODATION OF SCRIPTURE. 
No. V.—And as we trust, the last. 
Rerry to tue Epiror.* 

It will have been perceived, that the Editor did 
not hear us through, (as we have made it arule to do 
by him) bef * he commenced his remarks. This 
we do not state by way of complaint, for perhaps it 
is the privilege of an’ Editor, thongh we could not 
help noticing it, as it seems a little like breaking in, 
while another is speaking, which, we teach our chil- 
dren, is not very good manners. 

As our writings are now both before the public, 
and probably very well understood, we have nothing 
further to add, on our part, excepting to correct a 
few mistakes which the Editor has inadvertently (as 
we presume,) fallen into; all for the want of suffi 
cient attention, as we caanot charge him with de- 
signing to misrepresent! 

Tlonestus has never contended that there was any 
accommodation of scripture, in Gal. iii. 16; nor 
é.d he iutimate any such thing ia his “ first article 
is reply,” nor until the second, and then only in a} 
y wenthesis, and that Meiely in a supposed case, in 
tiese words, page 74, (“ peshaps by way of accom- 
p.sdation ;") yet the Editor charges him with hav- 
ing decided * tat Paul’s accommodation of scrip- 
ture, in Gal. in. 16, is inconclusive!’ 


dation inconclusive ! 


— 


Accommo- 
This sounds to us, very much 
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Tike nonsense—but Honestas denies the Marae " 
ve has never so decided ; he had never called yp 
hing that he had stated relative to Gal iii. te, 
vecommodation of scripture; and yet the Fulirs, 
says, page 75, “ Honestus dectarés in plain Engtish, 
of Panl’s accommodation, as #& WILL HATE rT, fin 
Gal. iti. 16,) that” &c. So Honestus will have it op 
a‘commodation ! To accommodate scriptore, ay? 
ipply it to a bruth differing from its original meap. 
ing, is one thing ; but to reason inconelusively from 
the scriptures, is another and a very different thing 
The Jatter ts what we have charged Panl with, ¢, 
iii. 16; and the former, Rom. x. 6—2 ; which en:n- 
pare with Deut. xxx. 11—14. But the Editor jas 
so blonded these things together, which are totally 
distinet, and which are kept distinct in our writings 
that he has made a complete jumble in his concly- 
sion from the supposed premises of Honestus. Now, 
in our turn, “ we declare, and appeal to the head 
and heart of the reader, that” the Editor mas “ mis 
taken Honestus’s premises!” For he makes Ho. 
nestns decide, in his fourth premise, as stated by the 
Editor ,what he had never decided, which completel: 
confuses the sense of the Editor’s conchusion. See 
the last paragraph on page 74. 

The subsequent remarks of the Editor in th. 
number, we betieve, will be safe in the hands of yi: 
readers, We still say, however, that what the pi 
phets spake, the prophets must have understood, 
else they were mere b******ds!) But what God 
spake by the month of the prophets, and of whirl: 
“the prophets may have been ignorant of the oli 
import,” so far as they were ignorant, the poor pr 
phets were like the *“*saw im the hand of hin 
who shaketh it,” to which there can be attached nei 
ther praise nor blame; for neither they, nor any on 
else could understand “the fell mport” 
words, until an apostle was mspired from heaven | 
tell us what they meant, 
“Good Lord, deliver us!” It will be seen, however, 
that it was the words of anolher, that Daniel “he 
but—understood not,” (Dan. xii. 8.) not his ows 
words; and how many there are even at this day, 
who hear, or read, but understand not ! 

The Editor very well knows, what common seas: 
teaches, that the universal terms “ all people, «!! 
faces,” &c. when applied to temporal) things, on! 
mean the living, for the time being, but not th 
dead ; nor yet persons unborn; nor do they neces 
sarily imply each individual even of these. This 's 
a fact so generally admitted, that it is unnecessal 


hi 


of thei 


From such iz 


Shorance 


to refer (o passages for proof, 

As there are many writers in the New Testamen', 
they may “ often quote,” collectively, and vet ne 
une writer quote very often. Honestus has neve’ 
said, that Paul often quoted scripture ia an accom- 
modable sense, neither is it a matter of any cons’- 
quence, whether he has or not. We say that 1 
stances of this kind, are so frequent in the New 
Testament, that we were justified in using the word 
often, in relation to all of them collectively ; ; and 
the principle is established, if even one instance can 
be found in the undoubted writings of any o" 





See Lemaihe, No. 10, G. I. page 74, 


of them; and our mistake, then, would be in tele 
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on to the number of Umes the supposed error 
(thoagh we have not called it an errot) is committed, 
but not about the fact itself, This, it is true, ma) 
not display mach talent, as a lawyer, but we hope » 
does not descend to that of a pettifogger ! 

We thayk the Editor for his attempt at wit, rela- 
tive to the expression, “It is neither ‘ according 
(0 its original meaving, nor ‘ coutrary’ to it,’ ” Ke. 
Jt may, however, be well for him to examine his 
Dictionary relative te the terms in question. 

ACCORDING, lo a manner suitable to ; agreeable to . 
5 CONTRARY, Opposite, contradictory ; inconsistent, &c. 





My friend publishes a book, in which he speaks ot! 
in inheritance Lequeathed to him by a bountiiul 
benefactor. But he means an earthly inheritance, 
and nothing more. Anoiler frend, writing on the 
subject of a heavenly wheritance, quotes a passage 
{iom this beok ; finding it (as to words) exactly to 
suit his purpose. Does he apply the words of the book 
according to the meaning of its author ? Certainly 
not; for he is writing on a different subject. Is it 
contrary to their original import? We say NO! 
Why not? dus. Because he applies them to a 
truth ; and one truth does not contradict another ; 
nor yet can it be inconsistent with it. Both speak 
of an iwheritance bequeathed by a benefactor, and 
both speak truth. So it appears tous. If wrong, 
however, we are Willing to be set right. 

The Editor’s Remarks on the reply of Honestus, 
No. LIL.* contain little more than reiterations of his 
former statements and assertions, which we believe 
will be perfectly safe in the hands of our readers ; 
uid therefore we have no disposition (as we have no 
occasion) to make any further reply, excepting to 
thank him for his well meant piry ; but at the same 
time, hope it may be spared tor those who stand in 
We still think, however, that 
“esTIMONY and argument are vot peitectly synony- 
mous terms; and that we may find fault with a 


more need of it. 


man’s arguinent, and say that it is aliogether incon- 
clusive, without denying his lesitimony, much less, 
impeaching his veracity, If a wan’s veracity is to 
he judged by the weakaess, uot to say, foolishness, 
of lis arguments, the Lord have mercy on us ali! 
—The promise was not inade “ to seeds, as of many, 
And to thy seed,” [in all places 
where the word seed is used, even when the seed 


vut as of one. 


spohen of were to be as numerous as the “ stars of 
heaven,” or as “ the dust of the earth,”’}] 


seed, however,} ts Clairast.” 


“ which” 
Now, if the above 


jvoted from Gat, in. 16,) is vot ollered as an argu- 


veut, We know not what to call ii: 


voi! 


Hut id the whole 
1, except ourself, should say it is Couclasive as 
1 proof that the promised seed * is Cinrisi,” we 
rould say, that the world is mad! aud the woild 
Wight say that we are mad, and thereby out vote 
vs; butit would not alter our opinion ! 

As the printer has politely favoured us with the 
M. S. copy of the Editor’s remarks on “ Houestus’s 
Reply, Number IV,” (see page 89.) we have exa- 
mined them; and wishing to bring the subject to a 


* See Remarks, G. H. No. 11, p. 28. 
a W - is here inclosed in brackets, is just as true as the 
Xt itseit. : 
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close as soon as it is consistent, we shall add but one 
or two remarks. 

We must’ repeat once more, that Honestus has 
vever questioned “the TEs timoNy of the apostles ;” 
out if be undermining Christ’s Gospel,” to state 
facts, it is no matter how soon it is undermined ! 
For if Christ’s gospel has truth for its foundatien, as 
we believe it has, then it must be consistent with all 
truth. But notwithstanding the sympathy and con- 
cern which the Editor has manifested for the cha- 
racter of Paul, he has not attempted to show that 
his argument 1s conclusive, wherein we have said tt 
is nor! Would he not have dene this, if he could ? 
He has said, to be sure, “ Honestas being mistaken, 
and not Paul—Paul is safe!” Beit so. To err is 
human. The remainder of the Editor’s remarks 


? 


we shall leave untouched, believing them to be per- 
We cheer- 
fully reciprocate the tokens of friendship with the 
Editor, and hope that in future, we shall coidially 
unite in using conclusive, rather than “ hard argu- 


fectly safe in the hands of our readers. 


ments,” believing theim to be stil better “to batter 
the citadel uf error.” HONESTUS. 
—<g>— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
THEOLOGICAL EMPIRICS. 

Mr. Editor —It is a fact auch to be regretted, 
that the above class of theologians exert a greates 
influence’ over the onnds and opinions of people im 
general at the present day, than men-highly giited 
of God, and duly qualitied by a cop yetent educa- 
tion. That jugglers, mecromancers, und sooth- 
sayers of the dark ages, should have exercised a 
sort of universal sway over the benighted minds of 
their followers; and that all their dark sayings 
and unintelligible jargon should have been hailed as 
oraculat—* their mental abberratious pass for spi- 
ritual influx, and thei groans aud shouts as proofs 
of inspiration,” is not to be marvelled at; the delu- 


sion was peculiat to the age, and in keeping with 


the degraded condition of the human intellect at 
that gloomy and unauspicious period. Divine wuth 
had not yet dawned upon the world, nor had the 
sound of the glorious Gospel broke upon the eat of 
ignorant, erring man—then was it emphatically 
true, that “darkness covered the land, and gross 


> But, that alike species of 


darkness the people.’ 
stupidity and priestly arrogance should be counte- 
nanced and revered in. “this our day and genera- 
tion,” and in this favoured land of equal sights, 
where the people have an opportunity of appeaiing 
tu the sacred record as well as the priest, and where 
learning is fostered and truth promulged, is alto- 
gether anomatous, and forms but 2 sorry comment 
on us as a Christian and enlightened people—and 
the only way in which this strange state of things 
can be accounted for, is the implicit confidence 
placed by the people in the ability and integrity of 
their pastor—they believe hum to be infallible, and 
receive his dogmas and ambiguous dreams as truths 
iresh from heaven. Consequently he knows, if he 
knows any thing, that the more marvellous bis pre- 
tensions are, the more wise and profound he will be 





considered, and the more homage and adoration he 
will receive; and instead of making the word of 
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God the object of his inquiry, and the man of his 
counsel, he consults his temporal interest, and is 
governed in all his measures by, and acts in refer- 
ence to, the caprices and prejudices of his sect and 
denomination. Hence, the people of his charge, 
instead of being instructed in a knowledge of the 
Holy Scriptures, by fair and lucid arguments, and 
legitimate constructions of the sacred text, ate em- 
barrassed in their understandings, and perplexed in 
their judgments by means of garbled quotations, 
and crode and illiterate annotations. 

The foregoing reflections and observations were 
suggested on hearing a clergyman of the Arminian 
order, about two weeks since, descanting on the Ist 
Epistle of Peter, 3d chapter, 19th verse. 

The object of the harangue (it would be a mis- 
nomer to call it a sermon or a lecture) was to bring 
into disrepute the doctrine of God’s impartial and 
universal grace, as revealed in the scriptures of the 
Old and New Testaments, and the impiety of the 
assault was equalled only by the impotency of the 
assailant. 

I thought proper to take some notes at the time 
the speaker was employed in weaving from his er- 
ratic brain, (not a sermon, but) a tissue of incivili- 
ties and absurdities, that were both false and pro- 
fane in themselves. 

I will take the liberty of prefacing my comments 
on the discourse in question, by recomnrending to 
the class of speakers referred to above, the following 
advice :— 

In the first place, gentlemen, be assured that you 
are called before you run—({some people unfortu- 
nately run before they are called)—and especially 
be ussured, that it is God who calls you, and not 
vanity or self-love; people are apt to be mistaken in 
this particular, and the mistake generally proves to 
be one of fearful magnitude to the speaker, and 
the more illiterate part of his congregation. This 
self-love, you will find, is apt to deceive and flatter ; 
to exaggerate your merits, and extenuate your 
faults, and to render you of more importance in 
your own estimation, than in that of the world—in 
consequence of which, your Quixotic pretensions 
and ill-assorted opinions, (if opinions you have) 
will render you not only ridiculous, but absolutely 
odious, in the eyes of the wise and good; and in- 
stead of gaining the plaudits of the sober-minded, 
you will be entitled to their derision. The igno- 
rant, it is true, may greet you with hosannas, and 
soothe you under your afflictions for a time, but, 
depend upon it, their songs of praise and adulation 
you will one day regard as the knell of your “ d- 
parted greatness,” when you will cry out, in the 
bitterness of your soul, Alas! then, and is self-re- 
buke, and self-mortification, to be my last and only 
recompense? “ How art the mighty fallen!” will 
respond your former idolaters—the waters of Lethe 
rollover your memories, and all your tremendous 
deeds be wrapped in the mantle of eternal forgettul- 
ness. 

I would not be understood to say, gentlemen, 
that the fault is all your own, nor that you alone 
should be the subjects of reprehension ; your stupid 





and hoodwinked followers are accessary to your de. 
lusion, and should—shall share with you the rod of 
castigation. [ cannot think, for a moment, thar 
the most incorrigible of your class would have per- 
severed in a course for which he was so badly qua. 
lified, had he not been illy advised—there must 
have been some to flatter and seduce you—to have 
fed your vanity and self-love, and to cast the man- 
tle of adulation over tie infirmity of your minds— 
and, unfortunately, there are too many to be met 
with in this world of ours, who are really incapable 
of discriminating between truth and falsehood—tbe. 
tween sense and nonsense, and who, not unfre 
quently, fling their laudits and their partialities into 
the scale of gross stupidity, and, Titania like, be 
come enamoured, &ce. 

Whilst such individuals are disposed to flatte- 
their favourite, (to adopt the language of a late re 
viewer) they will magnify all his merits, fif he have 
any) and go bail for all his offences.—Let a bein: 
so favoured, or rather, so cursed, be guiity of every 
irregularity—let him have insulted decency—pro- 
faned religion—trampled on social order—and tra 
duced his peers, those idolaters will still hag him to 
their bosoms, and whisper, in a palliating tone, that 
it is Alcibiades defacing the images of the gods— 
doubtless the apology is sufficient—but not for me. 
I would fain undeceive them—! would say to them 
in the soberness of reality—in the honesty of my 
soul, gentlemen, yeu have been deluded—the voi 
of the syren has beguiled you—you have been ted 
by flattery to take a wrong estimate of your abilities 
—vyou have endeavoured to act in a sphere whicli 
your Maker never designed nor qualified you for— 
you have “ leapt at stars, and fasten’d in the mud,” 
you have become fond of hearing the sound of yout 
own voice—of entering the arena of disputation, 
and making a beggarly display of scraps and frag 
ments, composed ot hypocritical cant and pulpit de 
clamation. But, depend upon it, gentlemen, its 
a misfortune for any man to possess a disputation 
spirit with a weak head—they are two dangerou: 
endowments, which not unfrequently unfit me 
from acting a proper and useful part in life, withou! 
ever qualifying them for that which is great an! 
brilliant! 

Should the reader consider the above remar\ 
charged with too much severity, we would reminc 
him, that “he who spares the guilty, hurts th 
good.” And the only apology we have to offer o 
this occasion, is, that “the obstinacy of the patieu! 
sometimes makes the physician cruel.” 

Let it not be supposed however, for a momen’ 
that we would include ali the Arminian divines © 
our animadversions—far be it from us. We cowl: 
name many of them who are distinguished for piel) 
and intellectual attainments ; men, whose exempla! 
conduct, does honour to the Christian cinaracter, ant 
whose literary qualifications are entitled to respect. 
Neither would we include all their laity ; we have 
the pleasure of being acquainted with many of them, 
who are men of sound heads and honest hearts— 
men whose conduct we might do well to emulate, 
and whom we are proud to say, we delight fo honour 
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As the reader may expect some further strictures 
on the discourse in question, from what has already 
been stated, we will now gird ourself to the task. 

The text selected on the occasion, we have said, 
is in the Ist Epistle of Peter, 3d chap. 19th verse, 
and reads as follows: “ By which also he went and 
preached to the spirits in prison.” 

The preacher divided his subject into divers 
“ parts and parcels ;” the design and object of which, 
no doubt was a secret to himself; at all events to the 
audience, they not being enabled to comprehend the 
wisdom and profundity of such tmposing prepara- 
tions, such formidable divisions of a text, where 
no division was required or ought to have been 
made. And after having succeeded by “ torcible 
means,” in reading the text asunder, a convenient 
number of times, he proceeded to give a diversity 
af explanations relative to the term “prison,” other 
than was signified by the word in the text, which, to 
say the least, was an unpardonable episode, and be- 
trayed a quality in which the gentleman has no 
compeer ; namely, pedantry. 

The preacher in the plenitude of his wisdom, 
thought proper to preface his remarks on the doc- 
trine of the text, by the following unwarrantable 
declaration: “ All scripture rs given by inspiration 
of God” which declaration is indubitably false ; 
but what is worse, serves as a prelude to absurdities 
and falsehoods of still greater: magnitude. We do 
not charge the preacher with design. We charita- 
bly believe him to have been utterly ignorant of the 
matter; his ignorance, however, is not a sufficient 
apology for such delinqueacy. He is culpable for 
presuming to be the “ physician of others, whilst he 
himself teems with ulcers.” And for the future, 
we would advise him in military phrase, to learn the 
manual, before he undertakes to teach recruits the 
exercise ; in other words, to inform hiniself, ere he 
proposes to act as preceptor to others. 

Had the preacher been aware, that the word 
“is,” in the text, was a supply by the translators, he 
must have seen the impropriety of the sense, he 
placed upon the passage. The word scripture is 
from the Latin, scribo, to write ; hence, writing of 
any description, is scripture. And will the preach- 
er contend that all writing was, or is given by inspi- 
ration of God? We think not; if so, however, all 
the biasphemous writings of infidels, must have 
been given by inspiration of God ; which declara- 
tion to say the least, would be an impious libel on 
the character of our heavenly Father. 

The proper rendering of the passage is as follows: 
“ All scripture given by inspiration of God, is both 
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, 
for instruction in righteousness.” See 2 Tim. 3d 
chap. 16th verse ; which rendering is not only the 
literal and proper one, but is in harmony with 
truth. 

The preacher admitted that the spirits in prison 
were the souls of departed sinners ; and contended 
that the prison spoken of in the text, was hell, the 
place of punishment in another world. He denied 
that Christ or Noah ever preached to these spirits 
while in prison, as the text positively asserts: but 





that the preaching took place when the parties were 
in the flesh, and before they went to the prison or 
hell! In this manner the preacher “ beat his brains 
out” against his own premises! This uncouth bun- 
gling was a wartare waged against common sense, 
and not against Universalism ; the preacher being 
altogether ignorant of the doctrine of Univeisalists. 

It was a continual pelitio principii, or begging ot 
the question, with this wise gentleman; who graci- 
ously took for granted that bis audience would be- 
lieve all Universalists believed that Christ went to 
hell, and preached to the damned in that infernal 
prison, that house of orthodox building, to produce 
a reformation ta those incorrigible sinners. 

The preacher also endeavoured to impart the in- 
formation to his audience, that Universalists make 
this passace in Peter their strong hold ; and that 
the vagaries found in Huntingdon’s “ Calvinism 
Improved,” are a fair sample of the doctrines and 
opinions of Universalists. He also, in a manner 
too barefaced to suit any thing short of his own ar- 
rogance and pretensions, represented Universalism 
as teaching that the six, and not the sinner, would 
be the subject of punishment or correction. When 
we see a man bid defiance to decency, and openly 
we could 
smother contempt for his imbecility, our only emo- 
uuon would be pity, 

The passage in question has premises which are 
positive; and, agreeably to Wakefield’s translation 
of it, is neither obscure nor of doubtful import.— 
(See 1 Peter iii. 18—20.)—First—Chnist was put 
to death in the flesh. Second—Christ was quick~ 
ened by the Spirit, or raised from the dead. Third 
—Ajter Christ was raised from the dead, or quick 
ened, he preached by the Spirit which raised him. 
Fourth—He preached to spirits in prison. Fitth— 
The spirits in prison were disobedient in like man- 
ner with those in the days of Noah, when the long- 
sufiering of God waited upon that rebellious gene- 
ration. Be it remembered, that after Christ’s ascen- 
sion, he sent the Spirit, and, through the medium 
of his apostles, preached to the Gentile nations, 
who are represented, by the prophet Isaiah, chapter 
xlii, 6, 7, as being blind, in darkness, and in prison, 
and Christ is sent to give them light. “ 7'o open the 
blind eyes, to bring out the prisoners from the pri- 
son, and them that sit in darkness out of the prison 
house.” Darkness, then, is the prison; and Paul 
experienced deliverance, and thanked God, who 
“delivered him from the powe: of darkness, and 
translated him into the kingdom of his dear Son.” 

Towards the sequel of the discourse, the preacher 
made the following antiscriptural and unhallowed 
declaration: “ God will not always be merciful ;” 
this denial of God’s immutability, was made in the 
face of the prophet’s declaration, as repeated 
twenty-six times in one Psalm, “ His mercy en 
dureth for ever.” 

The sabbath previous to the delivery of the ful 
minating discourse in question, when the speake: 
gave notice of his intention, he made the following 
impious and unwarrantable assertion: “ There is 
not a siugle clamse in all the book of God, that de 


outrage truth and common sense, if 
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clares, of tnsinuates that all mankind shall finally be 
saved.” If this abominable asseveration shall never 
trouble this preacher’s conscience, le will prove to 
be a worse man than our charity will at present per- 
untus tothmk him. If there is not something more 
than a bare tnsinualion of the salvation of all men 
in the following passages, we are mistaken: Psa. 
xxii. 273 Inaxnvi. 9,10; Usa. xlv. 22,25; John vi, 
333 1 Tim. it. 1—8. 

We take our leave for the present, of this as- 
suming though harmless gentleman, by tendering, tp 
the words of the Giecian sage, this piece of advice, 
* Kuow thyseli.” 
superfluous cruclty—it would be “ stabbing the 
jead.” KINGWOOD. 

——e— —(k 
From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
TO THE AMERICAN TRACT SOCIETY. 

Brethren. —According to my promise, | will at- 
tempt to notice the reasoning, which I find used in 
the Tract entitled Universatism Exposen, de- 
sigued to prove fulure punishment ; vy which the 
writer means endless punishment. To establish 
this monstrous doctrine, a doctrine which is to the 
last degree dislhionourable to God, place it on what 
ptinciple soever it may be, that could possibly be 
invented; a doctrine which indicates the blackness 
and depravity of the hearts which cordially embrace 
it, the writer proceeds by “three steps,” 

Ist. ‘To prove from scripture, “ that no incon- 
siderable number of mankind have continued to be 


To say more, would be to use 


impenitent and unbelieving sinners under every 
dispensation of the gospel.” 

2d. “That there will be a general judgment, at 
which those who have thus persevered in mmpeui- 
tence aad unbelief will be recognised in their proper 
character, and consigned to everlasting punish- 
ment. 

3dly. The proofs are stated to show, “that the 
punishment to which the impenitent and unbe- 
heving wil! be consigned is everlasting.” 

In the first place, Brethren, let us look at this 
subject as a whole. The amount is this, all of the hu- 
mau family, from Adam to the present time, who 
have not known and obeyed the gospel of Jesus 
Christ, and who have left this lie in this state of 
ignorance are sure of Leing eternally punished, iv 
what you suppose the scriptures call ‘a five that 
never shall be quenched, a lake of fire and biim- 
stone,” &c. Kc. I presume, Brethren, that none of 
you, who are well informed, believe that more than 
one in ten of the human family have ever even 
heard of the gospel of Jesus Cinist; or that more 
than one in filly, have ever been m cixcumstances 
which have any more favoured their understanding 
or believing it, than are the circumstances in which 
the people of New-Eugland are burn and educated, 
favourable to their believing in the Siasters of India, 
and the religion aud worship of Juggernaut. And 
I presume that you will not pretend, that more than 
one in one hundred of the human family, above de- 
scribed, can, with the least propriety, be reckoned 
amongst the genuine disciples of the gospel of Jesus 
Christ. Let me ask you the question, in this place, 
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why should our Creator consign millions of 


rational 
creatures to a state of endless torment, because they 
iid not understand and embrace a religion, which 
hey never beard of in their lives? 

You contend, that there is to be a general judg. 
ment, for the purpose of recognising iankind in 
their true characters, that this judgmeit ': to be in 
a future state, and that it is for the purpose of ad- 
ministering exact and pure justice to every indi- 
vidual. Suppose all this to be fact, eon you account 
‘or the decision which you have aleady made, in 
which you have consigned every soul of the tiuman 
race to endless perdition, whose unavoidable cir- 
cumstances of existence have rendered it impossible 
for them to know any thing of that religion, a know. 
ledge of which you have made the condition of 
justification at the general judgment ? 

I anticipate your reply ; you will tell me, that 
our reason has nothing to do in this case, what 
the scriptures teach we are bound to believe on 
pain of damnation. But, brethren, will you not 
consent to use reason so far as to ask the cautious 
question, Do the scriptares certainly teach what is 
so shocking to reason? I feel it deeply impressed 
on my mind, earnestly to entreat you and every one 
to ask the question, and bring it to a just solution, 
wiethes God would implant reason in us, and then 
inake a revelation, and present it for us io under 
stand and accept, Which outrages our reason with 
what appears to be the most abominable injustice ? 
To my apprehension, i: ought to satisfy every ean- 
did person, that the scriptures are not rightly under- 
stood, when explained or applied to support a doc- 
irvine, Which for myustice and cruelty, goes beyoud 
the most iuhuman barbarity ever practised by the 
iyrauts of the eaith. But, you, Brethren, your seil- 
styled doctors of divinity, your preachers, aud 
writers of ‘Tracts, are employed m using the sacred 
writings in this way. And what, to my entire con- 
viction, betrays your dishonesty and deep hypocsisy, 
is, You make use of scripture passages for the pur- 
pose of supporting this cruel doctrine, which have 
not even the appearance of supporting any such 
sentiment, I wiil notice some instances of tis sort. 

On the subject of a general judgment, a subject on 
which your docturs and writers so much depend lor 
the maintainance of this system of cruelty, the wiiter 
of this Tract cites Eccles. iii. 17, “1 said in mine 
heart, God shall judge the righteous and the wick- 
ed.” This passage is cited to prove that there will 
be a general judgment, in the future state, for the 
purpose of consigning the millions of the human 
family to eternal misery, who have never heard o! 
the gospel, because they did not, in this life em- 
brace it. Yes, Brethren, this is the way by which 
you discover that there is corruption in your hearts, 
Neither in the passage itself nor its connexion is 
there the most distant intimation that the judgment 
mentioned is to be in a future world, or that it is to 
be what is called a general judgment day, or that it 
at all regards the question, whether men have ew- 
braced the religion of Jesus Christ, or not. The 
writer of the Tract next cites Eccles. xii. 14, “ For 
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every secret thing, whether it be good, or whether 
it be evil.” There is nothing here which has the 
jeast appearance of such a judgment as the writer 
endeavours to support by it. Now, Brethren, what 
do you suppose people of sound reason, must think 
ef such conduct in those who pretend to be teachers 
of divine truth? All who give themselves the trou- 
ble to examine such proceedings, will not hesitate to 
condemn them as the very worst of deception. The 
writer of the Tract makes no attempt to show in 
what possible way such passages apply to what he 
No, this would be 





endeavours to support by them. 
dangerous; it would naturatly call on the reader to 
exercise his reason in judging whether the scrip- 
tures, thus applied, do, in reality, mean what the 
writer endeavours ‘o sopport by them. But the fact 
is, there is not a May of sound judgment in the 
world, if he should be candid, who would pretend 
that such passages prove iny such thing. The way 
then to deceive, in this matter, is, first to state the 
thing to be proved. and then quote some passages 
in which some word is found, which is usec in the 
statement, and then be sure to add an air of tri- 
umph, as if the thing was proved by a cloud of wit 
nesses, aud be careful to leave the subject while the 
sensation of this triamph lasts. Ignorant, super- 
stitious people are continued so by such deceptive 
ars; and such people are your sole dependence. I 
will give a specimen of this kind of fraud, found in 
the Traet, which Tam neticing. 1st. What is the 
thing to be proved ? Answer, that there will be in 
the future state, a day of general judgment, at which 
every individual of mankind will be recognised in 
his real character, and all who have not obeyed the 
gospel be consigned to endless punishment. Now 
for the scripture proof: See Acts xvii. 50, 31, “ And 
the times of this ignorance God winked at, but 
now commandeth all men every where to repent: 
because be hath appointed a day in the which he 
will judge the world in righteousness, by that man 
whom he hath ordained.” Here the words all men 
are used, also the words a day, also the word judge ; 
therefore the passage proves the whole of the pro- 
position! But suppose the writer had been honest 
and candid, suppose he had first said, we will trv, 
with all possible circamspection, to understand what 
this passage of scripture means. We will see if it 
does in fact support the common doctrine of a fu- 
ture general judgment; and then had he proceeded 
toexamme the passage, he would have seen, at 
once, that in room of supporttng such an idea, 
something entirely different is meant, and the old 
ilea directly excluded. No candid person can help 
seeing, that the old Gentiles, who lived in the Limes 
of ignorance, at which, the Apestie savs, God wink- 
ed, are not included, as the subjects of the judgment 
mentioned in the text, and yet the very proposition 
which the text is designed by the writer to support, 
includes these eld Gentiles, and consigns them all 
to endless misery, for not knowing and for not em- 
biacing the gospel ! 

Another passage, which the writer of the tract 
cites for proof of the same proposition, is Rom. ii. 
12, 16.—“ For as many as have sinned without law, 
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shall also perish wishout law: and as many as have 
sinned in the law, shall be judged by the law; in 
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the day when God shall judge the secrets of men, 
Here 
the word judged is used, also in the dey occurs ; 
therefore the whole of the proposition is proved! 


by Jesus Christ, according to my gospel.” 


But is there any thing said abont a future state: 
No. Is it indicated that all mankind will be judged 
at one and the same time? No. Is there any inti- 
mation that nearly all mankind, or even any, will, 
at this judgment, be consigned to endless punish- 
No. What is the reason the writer did not 
attempt to show, that the text, which he quoted, ne 
cessarily proves the proposition to which he applied 
ite 


gered the frand! 


ment ? 


Secause such an attempt would have endan- 
Nothing is more evident, no- 
thing move clear, by the Apostle’s argument, from 
which the foregoing passage is quoted, than that all 
mankind were in one condition of condenimation, by 
the law. See his conclusion stated in the 3d chap- 
ter, verses 9,10. What then >—Are we better than 
they? No, in no wise; for we have before proved, 
both Jews and Gentiles, that they are all ander sin ; 
as it is written, “ there is none righteous, no, not 
one.” 

Another instance of very apparent deceit is where 
the writer undertakes to prove that future punish- 
ment will be endless. In proof of this proposition, 
he quotes 1 Cor, vi. 9, 10.—“* Know ye not, that 
the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of 
God? Be not deceived; neither fornicators, nox 
idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor abusers 
of themselves with mankind, nor thieves, nor cove- 
tous, nor drunkards, nor revellers, nor extortioners, 
shall inherit the kingdom of God.” The next words 
are, “And such were some of you; but ye are 
washed, but ye are Sanetified, but ye are justified in 
the name of the Lord Jesus, and by the spirit of our 
God.” Thus these verses together, in room of pro- 
ving that such vile characters are to be forever ex- 
cluded from the favour of God, prove that they are 
the proper subjects of that purifying grace which 
can fitthem for a holy and happy existence. The 
careful omission of the last verse above quoted, 
shows too plaimly the design of the writer to de- 
ceive! Many other instances of deceit might be 
shown from this little tract of eight pages; but the 
work is unpleasant. 

Brethren, I know Iam very much blamed by 
many for accusing you of deceit! but you have 
compelled me to believe that you practise it, and my 
conscience compels me to lay it to your charge. I 
now call on you to produce one passage that neces- 
sarily applies to a day of general judgment in the 
future world, where all who shall have died ignorant 
of the gospel will be consigned to endless punisli- 
ment. And when you have found this ore text, I 
beseech you to attend to it, and show that this must 
he its ineaning, according to what it says, and ac- 
cording to the argument or subject relative to whick 
it was originally penned. If you neglect to do this, 
you will add another proof of your determined hy- 
pocrisy, which is by no means wanting to convince 
the candid of the deplorable fact. Ii. B. 
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VULGAR ERRORS CORKECTED. 

God is angry with the wicked every day. 

This fabricated text is frequently alleged in proof 
that unregenerate man has no reason to rely on 
Giod, or expect the least favour from his hand ; but 
Paul says, “when wwe were yet without strength, in 
due time Christ died for the uncopxy,’ and again, 
“but God commennve ra his love toward us, in that, 
while we were yel sinners, Christ died for us.” 
It God be angry with the wicked every day, how 
could he send his Son to save them from his own 
wrath, or commend his love toward them, in the 
apostle delegated to execute his will? If he cherish 


anger toward siuning man, his condition must be 
eternally wretched, for God is unalterable, without 
variableness, or shadow of turning. Love cannot be 
commended, unless it be possessed ; then God loved 
sinners before he sent his Son for their salvation, 
and his misssion was a commendation of that love 
he eternally (elt towards his disobedient, his revolt- 
ing children. 

Psalm. vii. 11, is supposed to be the perverted 
text.—Though the words at the head of this article 
are found in this place, it should be known, that 
with the wicked, is vot in the original, and that it 
has no better authority from this verse, than any 
comment of prejudiced man. If the inspired pen- 
man wished to say, God is angry with the wicked 
every day, he was not deficient in words, but could 
have said it without the help or addition of trans- 
lators. If he did not say, God is angry with the 
wicked every day, what right had our translators to 
say it for him, and to claim that their interpolation 
is on his authority ? If anv quote the scriptures, let 
them do it correctly, but let no one palm his opin- 
ions or additions on the public as the word of God. 

Rel. Ing. 
—>— 
READER, LOOK AT THIS. 

“ Episcopal Rotundity. The Bishop of Durham, 
(Dr. Barrington,) who died lately in England, in his 
92d year, had been Bishop for nearly fifty years, 
and is supposed to have received not much less than 
one million sterling, (4,500,000 dollars) from his 
See. What a shearing of the sheep, that ene man 
might be plentifully provided for and kept warm.” 

“iles’ Register. 

In the above may be seen one of the blessings of 
a combination between Church and State. Here 
is a fat Bishop pocketing four and a half millions of 
dollars, ail wrung, for tithes, from the hard earnings 
of the poor, whose spiritual welfare he professes to 
watch over, while many of the miserable beings 
around him, from whom he had drawn the last 
shilling, to tamper his appetites, were suffering for 
want of a morsel of food! Is this Christianity? Are 
such the purposes to which cur religion is prosti- 
tuted ? Alas! lamentable as it is, every day’s ob- 
servation convinces us it is but too true. 

Microscope. 
—— 
“ A tragedy, written by the Parson Mr. Colton, is 


to be acted in the Congregational Meeting- House, 
dy the Gadets” of Middketown. (Conn.) The 
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Connecticut folks are “ progressing” rapidly. A 
few months since, a rope-dancer was fined for kick. 
ing up his heels in a circus. Now, parsons write 
plays, and act them in a meeting-house. 


N.Y. Inquirer. 


—~=— 

The Vestry of St. Paul’s Charch in New-York. 
have furnished an image of their patron saint, wir) 
a goodly prayer-book, superbly bound and gilt. J) 
the next picture of that apostle’s shipwreck, we m,) 
expect to see a steamboat with her boiler burst. 

U. S. Gazette, 
—>_—_ 
FREE-WILL BAPTISTS. 

This sect originated in Durham, New-Hamp- 
shire, from the labours of Elder Benjamin Randall 
in 1780. They have now seven yearly meetings, 
273 churches, 190 elders, and 16,348 commun; 
cants. Boston Recorder. 
—_—- 


From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 

The poet Cowper, having resolved on suicide, from pen- 
siveness and religious depression, went to London Bridog 
to throw himself into the Thames; but seeing the wate; 
covered with boats, and the bridge with passengers, he cave 
up this attempt, lest he should be rescued from drowning, 
and going inte a druggist’s shop, procured a vial of arsenir 
or laudanum. called a coach, and set off for his lodgings, jy. 
tending to swallow the fatal draught as he approached his 
owndoor. As the coach drew near his lodgings, he search- 
ed his pocket for the opiate, and either found the vial brokea, 
or its contents spilt. These events so impressed his mind 
with belief in a particular providence, that he immediately 
composed the following lines, which may console the de- 
sponding, and lift the weeping eye and aching heart to Got 

God moves in a mysterious way, 
His wonders to perform ; 

He plants his footsteps in the sea, 
And rides upon the storm, 


Deep in unfathomable mines 
Of never-failing skill, 

He treasures up his bright designs, 
And works his sovereign will. 


Ye fearful saints, fresh courage take, 
The clouds ye so much dread, 

Are big with mercy, and shall break 
With blessings on your head. 


Judge not the Lord by feeble sense, 
But trust him for his grace ; 
Behind a frowning providence, 
He hides a smiling face. 


His purposes will ripen fast, 
Unfolding ev'ry hour : 

The bud may have a bitter taste 
But sweet will be the flower. 


Blind unbelief is sure to err, 
And scan his works in vain ; 

God is his own interpreter, 
And he will make 1t plain. 
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